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Dear io:. Earlier, O/lV/y? 

l*our tv/o und^todjLetters that c:me yesterday, one with a copy of an article 
by you, tell no tliat any effort to infori^ you will be wasted and may anger 
you but the reality is tliat you are not tiiinking about the assassination and did 
not write about tlie assassination. ■Hike niost of tliose to whom you refer, you are 
hooked on wliat it is not oven responsible to refer to as their theories because 
theories should have sojfie basis in fact* A: id that is some tiling you have not sought, 
do not now seek and do not refer to even by indirection* 

V/(\at you say about my '^‘aso Open is something I have never heard before and 
I have lieard some pretty farout beliefs 1 I got about 500 letters about tliat book 
and not one said wliat you say/ or reflects thinking remotely lilce yours* 

You assume tiuit all those vjho do not agret: with the off icial essassination 
^ mythology agree i/itli each ocher* When almost all of them have and expoross pet 
notions tliat do not agree? 

You assumed that wliat v/as right and proper for md as a writer was to defend 
all tliose l^osner criticised and you^cti/ally believe tliat would bo siting ^liout 
the assassination! As it would npt bo and os X do* 

^ily 2Q-2&-' of tho manuscript was published but if you could read thfi^^ifand 
not got tho idea that i proved Posner was a liar and a plagiarist and could not 
bo believed on anything- that he did not even steal straight - ihat is because you 
wore looking for what no responsible writer would waste time on and wore not 
paying attention to what was on the printed ^ge* 

If yo.i^kne^-/ anytliing at all about what you say ypu will be writing a book 
about you would know that it is not possible to defend Harrs, who does not vrite 
about thj EBsassi nation but nbjtut ift/liat are referred to and are not>^r theories’*- and 
he does not and caimot even get them straight* Ditto for Groden, who like I-larrs 
is whetlier or not you can under*stand it, aij( subgect-matter ignoramus. 

Ijdw can anyone who know tli^ fact defonc^ Lifton and why should any responsible 
writdr do that when ho grossly and knowingly misrepresented tho reality and based 
a very successful book on a total impossibility that excited people who did not 
know ^d liad no source of thu truth* ^ 

\ou do not ask yourself tho questions a responsible Viter must ask himself 
So ha can vrrito ti’utlrfully and factually* With Lofton, for example, large ao his 
book is andl much as liis concoction depends on what the FBI's Sibert-0* Neill 
report ho misuses and rnisropresents'^say^ you have no question about whay he did 
not include tliat in his book? Well, it is because the very paragr]z8di from wliich 
he misrepresents wliat was a question, had there been surgery of the head, proves 
that the rest of his fabx*ication is false* ^ proves tliat tlie cirpso was not in 
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either a cBK^iTimenVshJ)piiui CMket or a plastic body bog and both are absolute 
essentials in the disgracexul^^^vention of bis by which he commercialized liYat 
great tragedy and deceived so many people with ttie wealth ho got tlasreby. Defend 
him? THAT is for a responsible ^^ritor to do? Especially when if you were not 
ignorant of the field and made no effort-iTlearn tlie realities the whole first 
IJort of Ms book was published decades earlier ..-mostly by me. Mhat better 
additional reason is there fur me to d^/end hil{^ 

* I could go on and on witKtlxis but you will noij^ welcome it and I fear ’ 

I M a:\to the time. 

Except for ray two books you montion none tliat is factual and about the 
proven fact of th cissassiiiation. Tlie others are various kinds of imaginings 
and wox'se. 

You ays you Aliave seen mo on TV and have been impressed by what I said, ‘^et 
you liad the list of wliat publijliod in ^ase Open and my/:ddre'^ and you did not as^ 
me if any oi| those books are available? As they all are* I did not, you will 
recall, tell you tliat I have them and sell them, as ^ase Open says. Tlialj^s 
because my primary intent is not to sell them* I do not want to waste the few 
copies tiiat remain because tlxey are the basic f^s^ct of the assassination and when 
they are* gone, tliat ^rilll bo gone. 

It is not possible to theorize responsibly about the assassination without 



good knowledge of the fact^pi^ has been established, as much has been officially 
and today cannot be disi|B^Baed by the government. 

As you should have loiimed from tliebeginning of HEVEU AGAIN! the crime 
itself was never investigated officially and was never intended to bo. *^1113, 
of course, means tiiat 'Oswald was appointed the lone assassin and with any know— 
ledif,e of tho offically established fact you would know tliat is impossible. The 
official feict- wliich I liave published euid in wliich you luivo no interest - proves 
he could not liave been the assassin and tliat officiialdonvy knew tliat. 

You l^aVG every right to pursue the chiijkiGh futility you have taken to your- 
self and in the end you* 11 bo no leas childish in your thinking, your concepts. 
However, do not tiant to waste any more time in tkls kind of futility so do not 
expect any further answer from me. 



Sincerely, 



